
STOP 



Early Journal Content on JSTOR, Free to Anyone in the World 

This article is one of nearly 500,000 scholarly works digitized and made freely available to everyone in 
the world byJSTOR. 

Known as the Early Journal Content, this set of works include research articles, news, letters, and other 
writings published in more than 200 of the oldest leading academic journals. The works date from the 
mid-seventeenth to the early twentieth centuries. 

We encourage people to read and share the Early Journal Content openly and to tell others that this 
resource exists. People may post this content online or redistribute in any way for non-commercial 
purposes. 

Read more about Early Journal Content at http://about.istor.org/participate-istor/individuals/early- 
journal-content . 



JSTOR is a digital library of academic journals, books, and primary source objects. JSTOR helps people 
discover, use, and build upon a wide range of content through a powerful research and teaching 
platform, and preserves this content for future generations. JSTOR is part of ITHAKA, a not-for-profit 
organization that also includes Ithaka S+R and Portico. For more information about JSTOR, please 
contact support@jstor.org. 



238 Synopses of Important Articles. [April, 



^i|tt0jj^^i^ isi %i^mXm\ %xXu\n, 



The Pentateuch : Objections to Modern Theories.* — The general principles 
on which the modern theories of the documentary character of the Pentateuch 
are to be criticised are twofold, (a) Denial of the philosophical assumption held 
by some critics that miracles are incredible and that the supernatural is to be 
ruled out ; (b) freedom to reject, on sufficient evidence, the traditional opinions 
of the church as to the date, authorship and structure of each book of the 
Bible or the mode of its inspiration by the Holy Ghost. Any theory of the 
origin, authorship and structure of the books which is not inconsistent with 
the substantial truthfulness of Scripture is lawful for us to hold and may be 
examined without prejudice. Such an examination of the documentary theory 
as at present held discloses the following objections, (i) Such an analysis as 
these theories require cannot be made with any certainty. It is difficult to 
divide a book into three parts assignable to different authors by internal evi- 
dence. Wellhausen actually divides the Hexateuch among twenty-two. 
' ' There is absurdity enough to damn any theory in the supposition that a book 
like the Pentateuch is the result of the artificial combination of heterogeneous 
documents from different centuries patched together by half a dozen unknown 
compilers." The only way it is substantiated is by making the analysis suit 
the theory. (2) The Egypticity of the Pentateuch proves it to be Moses' work. 
A man in the exile who wrote so accurately concerning the Egypt of Moses' 
day would be a marvellous genius who has no equal in all the literatures of 
the world. (3) The knowledge of Egyptian topography and that of the wilder- 
ness is such as could hardly have been possessed by one who had not both 
resided in Egypt and travelled long in the desert. (4) There was literary activ- 
ity in Egypt and Babylonia long before Moses. Did no literature in Israel 
come from the time of its rise and glory ? Is it credible that this Pentateuch 
came from the time of its national bondage and spiritual decay? (5) The his- 
tory of Israel demands the basis of Moses and the Pentateuch to rest on. 
Take it away and all hangs in the air. The Samaritans accepted the Penta- 
teuch as sacred. Hence it must have existed long before the Samaritan 
schism (6) Prof. Margoliouth has brilliantly shown and successfully main- 
tained that the language of the Old Testament is so old that the books must 
have been produced before the exile. This demolishes the exilic origin of the 
Pentateuch, the Babylonian Isaiah, Maccabsean Psalms aud a second century 
Daniel. (7) You cannot maintain the morality and religious character of the 
writers of these books on this theory. If Deuteronomy and the rest of the 
Pentateuch claim to give historical statements of what is not history, they are 
monuments of immoral transactions. The conscience of Christendom refuses 
to attribute the inspiration of God to history that has not truth and writers 
that have not veracity. (8) This theory makes it very difficult to believe in 
the divinity or perfect humanity of Jesus Christ and thus saps the foundation 

*By Professor Matthew Leitch, D. D., in The Treasury, Jan., Feb., 1891. Pp. 551-557; 
611-617. 
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of the Christian faith. It involves the ignorance and error of Jesus in that 
special sphere of religious truth in which we must trust Him if we trust Him 
at all. Men who honor Christ as Saviour and King and yet accept these theo- 
ries are inconsistent though sincere. Still they have no right to veil their 
position under such terms as " idealized history," etc. Let them call truth 
truth, and falsehood a lie. Each one of these objections is enough to over- 
throw the modern theory of the Pentateuch ; all together make it to appear un- 
scientific and untrue. 

This is an unhesitating and straight-forward attack on modern Pentateuchal criticism. 
After a denial of the possibility of doing what the " critics " claim to have done, it pre- 
sents the a-priori unlikelihood of the non-Mosaic origin and emphasizes the consequences 
of accepting any such state of things in reference to the Pentateuch as criticism regards 
as settled concerning it. The author's positions are clear. One cannot say that his method 
is the most satisfactory and convincing or that he always fairly represents the theory 
which he condemns. Such a presentation ought to be read, however, by any who are in- 
clined to favor the theory under consideration. 



Tatian's Diatessaron and the Analysis of the Peutateuch.* — The prevailing 
theory of the Pentateuch is that it is a composite work. An author, living 
after the re-building of Jerusalem, took certain writings of others who at 
different times and from different points of view wrote histories, and from 
them prepared a history of his people from the earliest times till the death of 
Joshua. His method was not to read and digest these earlier narratives, as a 
modern author would do, but he cut up and pieced together his sources in such 
a way as to make a single continuous narrative. It is urged against this theory 
that it is absurd ; such " crazy patchwork " would be the product of no sane 
mind. This method of argument so effective with the common man is at fault 
in that its premise is false. This has been lately shown clearly in the recently 
published Arabic edition of the Diatessaron of Tatian — a work which com- 
bines the four Gospels into one narrative. Its phenomena offer a striking and 
complete parallel to those alleged by the critics to exist in the case of the 
Pentateuch. The author had two groups of docunents, the Synoptic Gospels 
and John. The chronological order which he followed is uncertain. Where 
he found in one Gospel matter not contained in the other he had only to find 
the appropriate place to put it in. When he had two accounts of the same 
events so diverse that he could not combine them, he placed them side by side. 
Thus the narrative of Luke concerning the birth of Christ is given and follow- 
ing it is Matthew's account introduced by the phrase, " after this " — making a 
glaring discrepancy in the account — with which may be compared to the two 
creation stories in Genesis. Where the same event is placed by one writer at 
one point and by another writer at another, e. g., the cleansing of the temple, 
Tatian chooses one and omits the other. When two accounts are identical in 
substance but differ in details, he embodies in one continuous story the various 
details of all. The result is that snatches of verses, single words, and phrases 
are united together into a " patchwork " crazier than that of the wildest dreams 
of the critics of the Pentateuch. To connect narratives together, the writer adds 
words and phrases of his own. Indeed the result of a study of the phenomena 
of this Composite Gospel shows that there is everything done here on which 

*By Professor George P. Moore, in Journal of Biblical Literature, Vol. IX., Pt. 2, 1890, 
Pp. 201-215. 



